The murders of Michael Brown in Ferguson, Missouri, and Eric Garner in Staten Island, New York, at the hands of police in the summer of 2014 opened a new moment of protest and political action in the United States. After the verdict of "no true bill" against then-Officer Darren Wilson for Brown's shooting on 23 November 2014, Saint Louis County prosecutor Robert McCulloch released all twenty-four volumes of transcripts of the grand jury hearings in Ferguson (formally State of Missouri v. Darren Wilson) 1 that began on 20 August 2014. In addition, supplementary witness statements, interview transcripts, forensic reports, media clips, and photographs shown to the grand jury were made available. 2 In these materials, the relations of force inherent in the racial hierarchy 3 of the United States that the police -meaning the entire apparatus of social control -try to prevent us from seeing became visible but not transparent. This archive can be used to study how the informal structures of racial hierarchy operate.
It keeps us looking with persistent attention at what at first seems to be unbearable. It is with this goal of persistent looking in mind that I have read the entire grand jury transcript and supplemented that reading with the additional materials supplied to the jury. Assimilating a large archive, observing patterns and contradictions, deducing the dominant and resistant narratives within it, and comparing visual images with the verbal narrative are academic skills well suited to this task. At the end of this reading we can see that, while there is no longer a legally enshrined white supremacy of the Jim Crow variety, what has emerged is in some ways still more pernicious: a systemic discrimination that has no remedy because its exercise of power and reason has been ceded to the police.
The transcripts and supplementary documents comprise an unprecedented set of materials. A grand jury is rarely the subject of so much attention. In nearly all cases, grand juries reliably indict suspects when requested to do so by prosecutors, with the proceedings remaining sealed. 7 Proceedings are not supervised by a judge, and legal advice comes only from the prosecutor because the process is designed to produce indictments. No defense lawyers are present, so there is no way to object to inappropriate statements or evidence, let alone to cross-examine witnesses. The unusual hearings, always the key location for determining the operations of power, tend to be cases where prosecutors do not in fact want to indict, especially when involving police officers. 8 The grand jury in Ferguson was marked in this way from the beginning. It was conducted by two Ferguson prosecutors, Kathi Alizadeh and Sheila Worley, after a brief introduction from McCulloch. Their claim was that all and every piece of evidence would be shared with the jury, and later the public. Setting aside the adversarial process of US law, the prosecutors claimed only to serve as guides and tried hard to create a "business as usual" feeling with the grand jury, consisting of nine whites and three African Americans. McCulloch's smirking manner at the televised verdict announcement was entirely consistent with the conduct of the jury hearing. Prosecutors would leave the room when CDs were playing, make little jokes and comments, point out their own frequent mistakes for laughs, and do everything they could to signal that this was not a serious proceeding, because this was the chronicle of an acquittal foretold. Jurors were not sequestered, and their comments and questions made it clear that they were fully aware of how the case was being presented in the media and had researched issues on the Internet. Their questions and comments suggest that, as was clearly intended, they quickly formed a presumption of innocence based on such knowledge and their established stereotypes of Ferguson as a "bad" neighborhood. Only toward the very end of the proceedings did some slight doubt creep in.
What many had hoped for when the transcripts were released was to find incriminating evidence against Officer Wilson. As we shall see, such evidence abounds, but prosecutors framed the case in such a way that an indictment was never likely, and a conviction beyond a reasonable doubt would have been all but impossible. Many gave up on the materials as a result. In fact, they are all the more illuminating for showing us how the appearance of due process is in fact the production of immunity for police as part of a social order where the police produce and supervise a racialized hierarchy. Because of the nontechnical nature of the proceedings, it is entirely reasonable to read these materials as we might any other narrative assemblage of word, image, and object. My reading highlights the techniques by which Wilson's immunity was produced and subsequently confirmed by the Department of Justice. When the materials were first released, there was still some hope that then-Attorney General Eric Holder would bring civil rights charges against Wilson. Now that even this hope has been disappointed, it is important to see how the case was made. Prosecutors were supposed to present materials to generate an indictment. Instead, their work from the beginning was intended to have the opposite effect. To achieve this result, it was important that they control what a filmmaker would call the mise-en-scène, the very way that jurors would understand the space and time of the event. It was created using extensive crime scene photographs, data from the Saint Louis County autopsy, and additional photographs taken at the prosecutor's behest. The effect was to expand space and time so that what happened seemed like a grand drama, a gunfight at the O.K. Corral rather than a banal shooting played out over no more than sixty yards in less than a minute. Prosecutors then located the "truth" of the event in the physical evidence, played on an audience attuned to C.S.I. and other crime dramas in which forensics are infallible, rather than, as I show here, a set of data that cannot be used to prove anything one way or the other. In all instances, Darren Wilson's testimony was the standard against which the physical evidence was judged, even when other police testimony contradicted him. If the evidence could support what he had said, then it was true and what he had said was true. By contrast, uncertainty and lies were found in witness testimony, when those witnesses were African American. Careful to avoid the obvious charge of racism, prosecutors allowed a white racist to testify, even though they knew she was lying, in order to be able to take a moral stand against her. This contrast set up the central exculpatory drama, in which the "reasonable" fear for his life attested to by Wilson implicated the unstated "reason" that might have led Brown to attack -his being a young African-American man of above-average size, who smoked marijuana. Brown's physical size was referred to over and again, making sure that the long-standing racist stereotype of the violent black youth had every opportunity to take hold.
These techniques worked to produce the expected verdict. They combined to discredit the potentially crucial majority witness testimony that Michael Brown had his hands up as he was shot. Prosecutors took this to mean "both hands held high above the head." Because his right arm was broken and his right hand had been shot, Brown did not meet this standard. Witnesses who glimpsed the three seconds in which Brown did make a gesture of surrender did not fully agree on the posture of his hands. Because witnesses cannot be trusted, in the frame of the hearing, Brown did not raise his hands. This chain of reasoning was so obviously a stretch that it appeared relatively little in the postpublication controversy. However, when the Department of Justice report appeared to endorse the belief that he did not raise his hands, conservative media seized on this detail to cast doubt on the entire #BlackLivesMatter movement. In this view, the post-Ferguson protests were all criminal activity that has engendered an overall (alleged) rise in crime. The result has been that now more police are in New York City than when Eric Garner died with a special antiprotest unit. In Ferguson, police shot eighteen-year-old Tyrone Harris, who had been a friend of Michael Brown, in disputed circumstances on the anniversary of Brown's death in 2015.
Michael Brown
No analysis brings back the person that has been lost: we should begin by remembering Michael Brown, whose presence is elided in the grand jury transcripts. Media reports mostly stressed his six-foot five-inch height and 289 pounds, showing the video of him allegedly stealing $15 worth of cigarillos over and again. In short, Brown was depicted as the stereotype of the threatening, criminal black man. The living Michael Brown was known to locals as the "gentle giant," and one witness even called him "that baby" (10:33). His best friend said that he was a "big fun" person (13:110) . He usually lived with his grandmother, rather than with one of his parents or stepfather, but had an argument with her and moved into his friend's sister's house for a couple of weeks before his death: "He didn't have nowhere else to go" (13:85) . In that time, his grandmother went into the hospital, which is why he was living with his friend on 9 August. Michael Brown had also lived with another grandmother in Normandy, Missouri, where he attended high school. In his friend's sister's apartment, four adults and two children shared the space. He was eighteen years old, having just graduated from a poor-quality local high school, and was about to start technical college. He hoped to fix air conditioners, and many people testified that their air conditioning was not workingprosecutors asked if it was on, hoping to establish that the windows were closed so that they could not have heard anything. People mentioned he had been having "teenage" problems but would not say more about them. His friend said that the night before he died, "we did a whole lot of talking about God" (13:150) , and a white foreman working on a neighboring apartment testified that just before he set out to the store, Michael said to him that "the Lord Jesus Christ will help me . . . through my problems" (12:207). This was a teenager with problems, certainly, financial and otherwise, but someone who had a chance of getting past them -not a violent monster. Many photographs of Michael Brown's body taken at the scene, at the morgue prior to autopsy, and during autopsy were shown to the grand jury but have still not been released. However, there are informal pictures of his body in the street taken by local residents that can make up this deficiency. He appears as a big, chubby boy, recognizably very young, not a hard-bodied football player.
Only one official photograph of Michael Brown's body was released to the public as part of the grand jury documents (see fig. 1 ). It shows him lying in the street, covered by a sheet and surrounded by orange screens. It was the eleventh photograph displayed on the first day of proceedings by the medical investigator. The investigator described how the orange screens around the scene and the sheet over the body were put in place before the arrival of the medical investigator to conceal the body from local people, who were outraged and had stormed the scene once already. The two police SUVs were positioned to block people's view. No attention was focused on the stream of blood flowing away from Michael Brown's chest and the way that the sheets were so stained. Very little discussion followed when the crime scene investigator displayed twenty-four photographs of the body at the scene (images 73 -97 [not released to the public]; 2:122ff.).
Space and Time
The first sessions of the hearing, which began on 20 August 2014, eleven days after the shooting, saw a set of illustrated lectures from the crime scene investigators and the forensic pathologist. The set of images (not all of which have been released to the public) gives us a material sense of how the police divide up an event into a set of measurements and objects to create a scenario. The cinematic term is intentional: defining the space and time defines the event. To those reading the transcript alone, it might seem that these are almost random pictures. In fact, they illustrated the narrative supplied in what Alizadeh called State's exhibit number 1, as if it were a trial, the "Narrative Report of Investigation" by the Saint Louis County Office of the Medical Examiner. In two short paragraphs, this supposedly nonjudgmental document contains the first of Darren Wilson's versions of what happened. The report states that when Wilson drew up to tell Michael Brown and Dorian Johnson (not named in the report) to get out of the street, the "deceased became belligerent towards Officer WILSON." During a "struggle," Wilson's gun "became unholstered" and the "weapon discharged." Wilson gave chase as Brown ran off, and "as the deceased began to run towards him he discharged his service weapon several times." 9 Later, Wilson modified many details within this account, but the framework of assault and noncompliance was set. Alizadeh asked a long set of procedural questions before getting to the events at hand, which would have given jurors time to read the short document.
Photograph after photograph was then placed on a stand in a darkened room, a format that might reduce questions. Jurors saw a long display of photographs of the area, Wilson's vehicle, blood splatter, and bullet casings without human subjects, often including a ruler or an identifying placard. Prosecutors used these pictures to form a visual narrative of the killing, creating a dramatic space, literally and metaphorically, devoid of its principal actors but covered with material evidence. High-resolution, wide-angle photographs presented the appearance of clarity and authority while making the space in which the action played out seem larger than it really was. This technique broke up the short event into an extended series of objects, following the precedent of the Rodney King trial in 1989: the apparently conclusive video of the beating of King, recorded by George Holliday, was broken into a set of short sequences to tell a very different story in which King's refusal to "comply" drove the events. In the Ferguson case, the long sequence of crime scene photographs, detailing twenty evidence points, constituted what would be considered "reasonable" evidence, privileging the visible and measurable over any words other than those of Wilson himself. The crime scene investigator displayed the sequence of photographs, taken to give an overall sense of the scene, at midrange view and then at close-up (terms that were not defined by the investigator). Unlike the revelatory insight often provided by photographs in the television police dramas that we watch, there is nothing special about these pictures. Instead, they turn horror into data: measured, calibrated, and categorized. Prosecutors spent a long time discussing the plastic placards with the investigator (fig. 2 ), taking the eyes of the jury away from the blood and bullet casings to the restoration of order.
The visual mapping of the killing that began the hearings returned at the end with prosecutors supplying the jury with a map of the scene indicating where all the witnesses said they were and a set of 210 photographs of the scene (23:246 -63; fig. 3 ). These photographs were taken to create panoramic views from three locations: the front left tire of Darren Wilson's SUV, the place where Michael Brown's left foot lay when he died, and (more Darren controversially) the farthest point that Brown was said to have reached (24:29 -75). The third point was inferred by assuming that the most distant place where Michael Brown's blood was found marked the farthest point he had reached. However, it is clear that a person being struck by large-caliber bullets at relatively close range might spill blood away from where he is standing. Further, Brown suffered a deep wound to the thumb and palm that medical examiners testified would have bled profusely. When he turned around (as everyone agrees that he did, whether to surrender or to confront Wilson), blood would no doubt have been scattered. These assumptions were never questioned or subject to cross-examination.
The photographs were displayed to the jury, often in the wrong order, providing a machine-rendered 360-degree panoramic overview of the crime scene. For the purposes of the jury deliberation, the photographs were attached to five easels with removable tape so that they could move them around if they wanted to do so (24:2, 29). A set of photographs is not directly equivalent to human sight. In one instance, Alizadeh used a straight edge to "prove" to a witness that the witness could not have seen Wilson's vehicle as claimed (17:133). People move and see in three dimensions, rather than two, and can adjust their position. While it was certainly established that some local witnesses were mistaken or even misrepresenting what they saw, police testimony was, as we shall see, equally flawed. To turn witness testimony into geometry is to give those measuring the ultimate authority, a formation that Allen Feldman has called the "actuar- ial gaze," whose "political character is explicit in its hierarchical distance from everyday life structures, and in its devaluation of everyday experience and immediacy in favor of the prognostics of expert knowledge." 10 For all this extended visual apparatus to define the space, it took "less than a minute," by his own estimate, for Wilson to kill Michael Brown (5: 272) . We can specify the timing of the event quite precisely. Darren Wilson put his car sharply into reverse after a real or imagined slight from Michael Brown, who was walking in the road with his friend Dorian Johnson. The car almost hit Brown, causing him to push back at the car door as Wilson tried to open it into his body. A brief tussle at the car window followed, causing Wilson to shoot twice, one of which may have fatally wounded Brown. A witness, who was on the spot of the encounter at the car, estimated that it lasted for fifteen seconds. Allow Wilson ten seconds to get out of the car after Michael began running, consistent with his running at most fifty to sixty yards. An audio track was played during the hearings from a Glide video made by a local person at the time of the shooting (19:263 -65), which lasted for eleven seconds, meaning that the entire conflict lasted around thirty-six seconds. It recorded (by accident) the shots after the first two at the car, which came in two bursts: a single shot followed a second later by five, a pause lasting three seconds, and a second set in which one shot was followed by three. 11 The grand jury hearing investigated that minute's worth of action, taking place over sixty yards of narrow roadway, for three months.
The Death of Michael Brown
The transcripts contain three forensic pathology reports on the body of Michael Brown. The first is by the local Saint Louis County medical examiner. The second was carried about by an air force pathologist from Dover Air Force Base at the request of the Department of Justice, and the third was by Dr. Michael Baden, an eighty-year-old New York specialist and Fox News contributor, commissioned by the Brown family. Put together, it is possible to create from these forensic pathology reports an alternative narrative of what happened. In less than one minute, Michael Brown suffered six to eight "entrance wounds," one "tangential" wound, and one "graze" from the SIG Sauer P229 .40 weapon carried by Darren Wilson (20:109). The Saint Louis County forensic pathologist displayed fifty-eight photographs of his wounds (not released) prior to removing his clothing and a further fifty-eight after its removal (3:67 -186) . His discussion concentrated on the trajectory of the bullets, the precise dimension of the holes in Brown's body, and the resulting damage. The wounds were all to his upper body, mostly on the right-hand side. As soon as the pathologist mentioned them, prosecutor Alizadeh jumped in with an absurd diversionary remark: "I'm not a doctor but I play one on TV" (3:122) . And with each major wound other than the shot through the brain, prosecutors asked whether a person "could be mobile for a while?" (3:144, 150, 159) . As the answer was "yes," the prosecutor minimized the devastating impact of the bullets.
One wound to his right hand was said to be marked with soot (although Dr. Baden did not agree), suggesting that it was inflicted at relatively close range (3:116) . Estimates by the pathologists ranged from two to twelve inches. The Department of Justice asserted that "the close-range gunshot wound to Brown's hand establish[es] that Brown's arms or torso were inside the SUV." 12 The varying distance estimates show that this was an interpretation, not a fact. If Brown's hand was a foot away, it was unlikely to have been inside Wilson's car. If it was as close as two inches, perhaps it was inside the car. It is also possible that Brown stuck his hand out toward the gun in a defensive gesture when he saw Wilson deploy the weapon. The physical evidence alone cannot determine what happened.
Where did that bullet that hit him in the hand then go? Two bullets hit him in the right lung. In one instance, his lung was punctured directly, causing a two-centimeter hole. Both external medical examiners concurred that this was a reentry wound, caused by a bullet traveling downward through the forehead out of the eye and into the shoulder. In the other instance, the lung was punctured by his eighth rib, causing a half-centimeter hole (3:143, 147) . 13 Both wounds would have been fatal absent immediate medical attention, leading to the victim passing out within ten to fifteen seconds because the accumulating blood in the chest cavity immobilizes the heart, even as the patient cannot draw breath. The autopsy found 400 milliliters of blood in his pleural cavity (about two cups) so at least one of the wounds occurred some time before death. 14 Once he had been hit in the chest, Michael Brown was seconds from losing consciousness and then life. When Dorian Johnson described the scene at the car, he said that the first shot "struck Big Mike in the chest" (4:106). He was standing right next to Brown and says he saw blood from the chest area. The Ferguson police sergeant who took Darren Wilson's first statement noted that Wilson also believed that his first shot struck Brown in the stomach (5:33) . As no shot did in fact hit the stomach, this might have been the chest. Wilson later changed his story, saying he did not know where Brown was hit. So Brown may have been struck in the chest at the car, from which moment he had seconds to live.
No shots were found in Brown's back, but one was in the back of his upper arm, which suggested to all three external medical examiners that he had been shot from behind. When the Saint Louis County pathologist mentioned this, prosecutor Alizadeh immediately acted out a variety of scenarios in which a person moving forward could have the back of an arm to the front (3:99) . From a commonsense point of view, either the bullet passed through Brown's arm from behind, or he had his hands raised high enough that he could have been shot from the front and have the bullet pass through the back of the arm. The prosecution denied both possibilities, stretching the bounds of reasonable assertion to the point where if anything could have happened, then it cannot be excluded. Fifteen witnesses said that Wilson fired on Brown from behind, compared with five who said he did not. In the case of this shot, Dr. Baden supported the majority: "I interpret that as being from behind" (13:66) . The witnesses were wrong only in that just one bullet fired from behind passed through his body in the salvo of five shots, suggesting that Wilson was not a particularly good shot. However, that wound would have been intensely painful as it shattered the bone in his upper arm. Johnson described how Brown "kind of jerked and that's when he stopped running. He just kind of stopped and turned around at the officer. And now he's face-to-face with the officer, but not so close" (4:120) . The moment that all agreed took place, when Brown stops and turns, is perhaps when he realized that he was severely injured. Perhaps, too, if he had been struck in the chest, he sensed his wounds were catastrophic, imminently fatal. Many witnesses said something to this effect: "I guess the guy did get his cause he turned around back towards facing the cop, kinda walking back towards him slow, curled up" (6:20).
Brown was by now seriously wounded with one arm broken. He turned around, raised the uninjured hand, staggered back the way he had come perhaps a few feet, a maximum of twenty-five. The audio track indicates a pause of three seconds. According to Wilson, Brown resumed his "charge" in that pause. As he lost consciousness or even died, he fell into a second volley of shots. The "step" toward Wilson that Johnson saw (4:124) was described by many witnesses as "staggering" (8:119) or even "slow motion" (10:29), but it became a "charge" in the policeman's eyes (5:109) . One witness, who happened to be white and did not know the community (6:191), also used the term "charge" and was the first witness to testify in person after Wilson (6:167). Six witnesses supported this overall, but five did not. Wilson expected the multiply wounded youth to become entirely still, which is what the police call compliance. When he did not, after a pause of three seconds, a second volley of shots rang out, all of which likely struck him, suggesting by comparison with the first round of shots that Brown was no longer a moving target.
Indeed, by the last three shots Michael Brown was already falling, dead, dying, or unconscious, for a bullet passed at a downward angle through his forehead, out of his eye, and into his shoulder, breaking the clavicle and puncturing the right lung again. As Dr. Baden put it: "At the time he was shot his right side of his chin of the jaw was against the collar bone near the midline" (23:62). It means that his head was resting completely on the shoulder, a very unlikely pose while running or even walking. He must have passed out. Another person, in one of the cars parked on the street, "just saw him drop" (8:168) . Wilson mistook a dying man for a phantom of his imagination, the demonic black alter ego of Hulk Hogan that he notoriously evoked in his testimony. A final shot hit Brown in the top of the head -remember that he was six feet five inches tall, so even if he was bending over in a "charge," the shot would have been impossible. Although this was designated the fatal shot, there is no other explanation as to why he was hit there, other than that he had already fallen, a view shared by Dorian Johnson (4:125).
By contrast, when first asked if he wanted to go to the hospital, Wilson said no. However, after speaking with the attorney provided by the Fraternal Order of Police, he did request to go to the emergency room (5:248) . He testified to the grand jury that Brown hit him twice with a "full swing" (5:213) and felt that "the third could be fatal" (5:216) . In his initial report to Saint Louis County Police, it was claimed that "Brown struck P.O. Darren Wilson in the face several times with a closed fist" after the first shots had been fired, when (the right-handed) Brown had already been wounded in the right hand. 15 In the picture that Wilson himself says best depicts his injuries ( fig. 4 ), it's very hard to look at his face and see the impact of two or more punches from a person of Brown's size. Brown's hands had no bruising, broken blood vessels, or cuts that one might expect to be caused by punching. In the photograph that he selected, Wilson is pink all over his face. It was hot, he was in trouble, he was angry. He has circles under his eyes, but he had begun work that day at 6.30 a.m., so that might be caused by tiredness. There were no cuts or even broken blood vessels. In the photographs of him taken a few days later, no damage of any kind, even discoloration, can be seen in the twenty pictures. Contusions (such as those caused by a punch) would normally become highly visible in this time. The physician's assistant who attended Wilson noted that his redness might have been caused by rubbing his face too hard with his hands or by an arm rubbing against his face (12:88, 95). He was prescribed the equivalent of two Aleve in response to his claim to be in pain.
However violent this encounter was, it caused no tears or damage to Wilson's shirt, which still had his ballpoint in its pocket when examined (8:199) . Wilson also claimed that while the blows were raining in, he held off Brown with his left hand (who was suddenly not so strong) and calmly reviewed the "force triangle" that would dictate his response. The officer who trained Wilson in the use of the force triangle specified how it works: "The suspect is who decides what happens." Even not moving is considered noncompliance (22:34). Wilson had mace but was concerned that it would get in his eyes. He said he had no Taser, although Ferguson Police Department officers were found to be habitual and excessive users of the device by the Department of Justice. Indeed, 90 percent of cases were used against African Americans. 16 Wilson turned in his duty belt as evidence to Saint Louis County Police -where the Taser would have been -and yet it somehow ended up in the trunk of his car until 12 September 2014, when he returned it after the grand jury hearings had begun. 17 To return to the scene, Wilson claimed that he could not use his flashlight or baton. So he went for the gun, or, to use his carefully tutored phrasing: "My gun was already being presented as a deadly force option while he was hitting me in the face" (5:232). Given the time frame, this "review" cannot have lasted for more than a few seconds.
Truth and Lies
In trying to determine the production of "truth" in these hearings, it is best to first consider how the supposedly decisive physical evidence was deployed. A DNA technical leader from the Saint Louis County Police Department testified that DNA testing of Michael Brown's palm produced an "inconclusive" result, in which Brown's own DNA was mixed with that of another person. It was ninety-eight times more likely that this was Darren Wilson than someone else (19: 173). While this may sound conclusive to a lay person, the technician noted that these ratios are drawn against all other possible matches in the human population, so this is a rather low figure. Other instances in the case were of the order of 2.1 octillion, or 34 sextillion times, more likely to be a mix of Brown and Wilson (19:181, 188) . Further, no trace of Darren Wilson's DNA could be found on the back of Brown's hands, despite the assertion of a prolonged struggle and repeated punching. The technician suggested that might be because all the blood on Brown's hand was obscuring the trace. Or, as a grand juror stated with the technician's agreement, "it could not have been there at all" (19:196) . In short, the DNA was not conclusive as to whether Brown had touched Wilson. However, in the summary of the Department of Justice report, the section most likely to be read by journalists, it is stated that "Wilson's DNA [was] on Brown's palm," cited as "corroborat[ing]" the claim that "Brown . . . punched and grabbed Wilson." Only later would a careful reader notice that the full department report reads, "[a] DNA mixture from which Wilson's DNA could not be excluded was found on Michael Brown's left palm." 18 That is a very different way of expressing the issue: from a declarative statement of the presence of Brown's DNA to a legalistic nuance that it could not be excluded. This is not a trivial detail: it is the hinge of Wilson's defense that Brown assaulted him, requiring him to defend himself.
In this context, much emphasis was placed on Brown supposedly grabbing Wilson's gun. DNA evidence was used to support this contention. However, after Wilson fired his first shot, he had Brown's blood on his hands (5:224) . Although this is not specified, it must have been Brown's blood because Wilson had no cuts observed at the hospital (5:176) . Given that twelve subsequent shots were fired by Wilson with Brown's blood on his hand, we cannot know whether Brown's blood got onto the gun because he was touching it when it was fired, or whether it came off Wilson's hand, or indeed, whether it spilled from Brown's body onto the gun. The same applies to Brown's sweat, because Wilson himself testified to grabbing Brown's arm and fending off blows with his hands. Despite the claim that he grabbed the gun, Brown's fingerprints were not found on Wilson's duty belt or other equipment (11:125) . The gun itself was not fingerprinted, only tested for DNA, which came from his blood (11:131) . Brown's neck and chest were not tested for DNA to test the claim that Wilson had grabbed him there. In short, none of the physical evidence can be relied upon to confirm Wilson's story, unless you assume a priori that it is true.
Perhaps because of this assumption, the physical evidence was collected sloppily and inappropriately. The Saint Louis County Police did not secure the gun in a normal "takedown" procedure, which involves no less than three officers and should have been photographed (5:90 -91) . Incredibly, Wilson drove himself back to the Ferguson police station unaccom-panied (5:29) . He washed all the blood off his hands, carefully cleaning even his cuticles, because he feared that Brown's blood was a "biohazard" (5:172) . He then put the gun not in a plastic evidence envelope but in a standard manila envelope, which he kept with him and later took to the hospital. Only then was it turned over (3:31 -32) . Wilson kept on the trousers that he wore during the shooting when he traveled to and from the hospital, finally surrendering them at the police station only on his second stop there, despite the fact that blood had been seen on them (3:27 -28) .
Police testimony was similarly contradictory. Wilson's version of events was not questioned in any depth, despite glaring contradictions. A Ferguson police sergeant arrived at the scene that day to take control. He testified that he found Darren Wilson sitting in his car (5:25) . Later that day, Darren Wilson testified that he did not reenter his vehicle after killing Brown (5:235) . He might have brought Brown's blood into the car then, or otherwise altered things, whether by accident or design. When the same sergeant first testified on tape about Wilson's statement to him, he did not mention the provocative phrase, "You're too much of a pussy to fight me," later attributed to Michael Brown. At the grand jury hearing, he claimed that Wilson had told him Brown uttered the phrase after the first shot had been fired, when he turned around (5:34) . The sergeant said he had no notes on this and had just remembered it. Wilson himself, however, testified that Brown said, "You're too much of a pussy to fight me," while they were struggling with the gun in the car, after he had warned of his intention to shoot (5:214) but before a shot was fired. Wilson's word was presumed to be true, even against that of other police officers.
Further, he changed his story as to whether he was aware of the earlier incident in which Brown had stolen some cigarillos from the local store. All of the characterization of Brown as a criminal or even a "thug" depends on this alleged petty crime. When Wilson first spoke to the Ferguson police sergeant, "he did not know anything about the stealing call" (5:52) . Questioned on this by prosecutors, the sergeant noted that Wilson had confirmed this (5:58) . However, according to the Saint Louis County detective, who later that day conducted the preliminary "cursory interview" (also without notes), Wilson now claimed to have heard the "stealing in progress" call, complete with a description of the clothing worn by the suspect, to wit, black shirt and brown shorts (5:99, 202) . In fact, the call had identified a man wearing a white shirt. By the time that Wilson testified to the FBI and later to the grand jury, in remarks that are all but identical, the robbery was the key to the whole incident. Prosecutor Alizadeh dealt with all these issues by suggesting to Wilson: "Do you think that if there are additional details that you may not give initially, do you think that's because you're just now remembering them because you are putting so much thought into what happened?" (5:273) .
For local witnesses, that was never an option. It was suggested that their testimony had come from "people talking about it" (12:138). Or they were asked: "You didn't just make this up today?" (12:146). A grand juror opined to the key eyewitness, Dorian Johnson, who spent that fatal morning with Michael Brown, "I think you don't have as much of a good vision as you say" (4:110) . Eyewitnesses were minutely questioned about the thirty-six seconds in which Wilson pursued Brown: how far did each person go? In what compass direction were they heading? How many shots were fired? In what order? How high were Michael Brown's hands? Unsurprisingly, not every account was consistent with what was later discovered, but there was a consistent majority across each question against Wilson's account. 19 A second tactic was to impeach witnesses by association with criminal or protest activity. Prosecutor Worley drew out a remark from Johnson, referring to his police record that had been discussed in the media in order to have him fully detail all his interactions with the police, including incidents where he was not charged (4:171 -76). As she must have known, that was enough to have his evidence discounted. Indeed, the Department of Justice later cited convictions as grounds for discrediting his evidence, 20 as well as those of other witnesses. The possibility of "impeaching," which is to say, discrediting, witnesses due to prior convictions is an underrecognized distortion used in the criminal justice system in the era of mass incarceration. The Canfield Green area of Ferguson, where Brown lived and died, is 95 percent African American, with a median income below $27,000. 21 It is likely, then, that many residents may have had prior convictions, especially in arrest-happy Ferguson, where the municipal court heard 12,018 cases in 2013 in a suburb of 21,000 people. 22 Very late in the hearings, Dr. Baden, the experienced Brown family forensic pathologist, noted that witness canvassing needs to be done in the first forty-eight hours to be effective (23:94 -95). The Saint Louis County Police report shows that the attempted canvass on the day of the shooting was often unsuccessful in contacting residents. Interviews were being conducted as late as October, two months after the events. None of these failings were ever highlighted in the intensive questioning of witnesses.
Fear and Reason
Criminal cases hinge on the question of reason: Is the issue proved beyond a reasonable doubt? Is the defendant mentally fit to stand trial? Did she or he have a reason to commit the alleged crime? Indictment requires much less certainty, just the assertion of probable cause. The Supreme Court ruled in 2014 that "probable cause, we have often told litigants, is not a high bar: It requires only the 'kind of "fair probability" on which "reasonable and prudent [people,] not legal technicians, act." ' " 23 However, prosecutor Alizadeh set out what appeared to be a formidable bar to indict on the last afternoon: "You must find probable cause to believe that Darren Wilson did not act in lawful self-defense and you must find probable cause to believe that Darren Wilson did not use lawful force in making an arrest" (24:141). Michael Brown has disappeared -it's all about Darren Wilson. Probable cause has become "beyond a reasonable doubt." The Department of Justice went still further. Although the statute they cite requires only that "the admissible evidence will probably be sufficient to sustain a conviction," they interpret that to mean "we must prove the charges beyond a reasonable doubt." 24 Indeed, "reasonable" was often stretched beyond reason to mean a place where no conceivable doubt could be entertained, a possibility that changes the meaning of the term.
No reason why Brown attacked Wilson was ever advanced. The closest prosecutors came to accounting for it was to blame his being high. One of the most-cited pieces of "physical" evidence was that Michael Brown had levels of THC in his blood indicating marijuana use. He was measured at twelve nanograms per milliliter of blood, a level that the toxicologist claimed represented a "massive dose" (19:63), equivalent to a "hallucinogen" (19:64) that might induce "paranoia and psychotic episodes" (19:67). Remarkably, the suggestion was that smoking marijuana caused Brown to have a violent or psychotic episode. The toxicologist noted that in Colorado drivers with a THC blood level of 0.05 can be ticketed for DUI. Although Dr. Baden tried to refute this claim by saying that it was a "relative small amount [that] doesn't make people go crazy" (23:79), on the last day of the hearings the Saint Louis County detective stated that the marijuana "could have potentially caused a loss of perception of space and time and there was also the possibility that there could have been hallucinations" (24:64). These "reefer madness" allegations are very unusual. Colorado's limit is set to a level "that affects the person to the slightest degree which fails to meet the level for DUI impairment." 25 It is very hard to be precise about marijuana's effects because different people metabolize it in different ways. However, the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration notes: "Peak plasma concentrations of 100 -200 ng/mL are routinely encountered. . . . Significant THC concentrations (7 -18 ng/mL) are noted following even a single puff or hit of a marijuana cigarette." 26 The level found in Michael Brown might have come from one puff. It was far short of even routine "highs" and very unlikely to have caused him to become psychotic.
Against this imprecision was set the very clear "reason" that Wilson shot Brown: fear. In the hearings, Michael Brown was reduced to the stereotype of the "dangerous Black youth." As highlighted in the media reports, Darren Wilson characterized him as looking "like a demon" (5:224) , who lived in a dangerous neighborhood. Wilson also saw him as a "Hulk Hogan," a cartoon-like wrestler-entertainer (5:212) . Of all Wilson's testimony, these were in fact the parts that rang most true. In his narrow world, church and television form the imaginary possibilities. The overweening belief in white supremacy has always been intersectional with the fear of black force and masculinity, so it may very well be that Wilson could only "see" Michael Brown as nonhuman, speaking in what he called a "grunting, like aggravated sound" (5:228) . Unable to comprehend that the young man was mortally wounded, Wilson did not even try to take a pulse after Brown collapsed, or call for an ambulance. No emergency medicine was offered at the scene. His body was removed in an SUV, not an ambulance, and that only after crowd protest had prevented police from placing it in the trunk of a car. Early in hearings, a juror characterized the Canfield Green area as being "known for gangs, violence and guns" (5:186) . At this point, on the fifth day of hearings, the juror refers to the person under investigation for murder as "Darren." Later that day, Wilson was careful to refer to the neighborhood as "an antipolice area for sure" (5:238), naming gangs, drugs, guns, and violence.
Even by this early stage, a narrative was set: a (white) police officer had been set upon in a bad (African-American) part of town, feared for his life, and responded with judicious use of deadly force. It is a narrative that has served both the old and the new Jim Crow well in many places at many times. The double bind here is that the law as it stands might allow this as self-defense: Wilson did perhaps fear for his safety, if not his life. Can a racist worldview be admissible? Because it is presumed in a white supremacist society to be reasonable to be afraid of a large African-American man, of whatever age, it follows that any police officer who claims to have felt fear is not castigated as a coward but upheld for acting according to reason.
It clearly registered with some of the grand jury. On the sixth day of hearings, after a white witness testified that "racial slurs" had allegedly been used against him (all redacted from the transcript), the very next question from a grand juror was whether "the police officer's life was potentially in jeopardy?" (6:207). That is to say, Black anger makes it reasonable to assume danger, and fear becomes rational. When a white workman who had spoken with Michael Brown before he went to the shop recalled his conversation with Brown, he characterized himself as calling him "boy," even though he also said that he thought Brown was twentyfive to thirty years old (12:163). The racist term passed without question, unlike the long discussion of supposed attacks on white people. Prosecutor Alizadeh asked a witness whose account cast Wilson as the aggressor if the witness had attended the protests in Ferguson (7:193), a line of questioning that she repeated from then on, as if this would somehow invalidate the testimony. She then drew the line of questioning toward the NAACP (7:196 -98), long blamed for causing "outside agitation" in the South. In this frame, protest and resistance are held to be "unreasonable" and therefore invalidate all other speech.
At the same time, a picture of people in Ferguson living in poverty and fear under police rule emerges, despite the intent of the prosecutors, which was later substantiated by the Department of Justice report on the Ferguson Police Department. Michael Brown's best friend remembered that neither of them had any money that Friday night (13:101) . Young people describe bouncing from house to house as best they can. Parents and children live apart. Jobs are scarce and short-lived. Many witnesses needed medication but couldn't afford it. Often people giving evidence testified to being nervous and scared. This is not simply the "bad" neighborhood of police description but a low-service, low-employment area, where people struggle against poverty and their lack of health care provision every day. Ferguson emerges as a police-dominated white supremacy: "I've seen the Ferguson police do some really awful things" (17:32). Witness after witness testified to police violence and harassment (13:182) , that the police are "bullies" (15:60), or simply, "Ferguson police, I'm scared y'all" (17:215). One woman described their tactics when they arrived at her house. Even though she had called them, she was threatened: "We search your name, you probably have a traffic ticket" (17:35), by which the police mean that if the ticket has not been paid, there will be a bench warrant for her arrest and multiple accrued fines. As has now been widely documented in the media, Ferguson and other Saint Louis County municipalities use such fines as a major source of revenue. 27 Under these circumstances, one wonders if the three African-American jurors felt unafraid to express their opinions, knowing that, to quote the Department of Justice, "Ferguson's approach to law enforcement both reflects and reinforces racial bias, . . . [including] FPD's use of force." 28 This is the reason Michael Brown resisted Darren Wilson: he was afraid of him, and he had good cause to be.
Hands Up
As people look back on the hearings, the matter has become reduced to a single question: did Michael Brown raise his hands in surrender or not? The local belief that he did formed part of the protest movement that followed, especially in the chant, "Hands Up, Don't Shoot." During the hearings, prosecutors pushed back against this idea as hard as they could, culminating in the Department of Justice report strongly implying it did not happen. This idea has electrified conservative opinion. In April 2015 a controversial play by Irish filmmaker Phelim McAleer opened in Los Angeles, using selected portions of the grand jury testimony to claim that Brown did not raise his hands. Although nine of the original cast of thirteen walked out when they realized what the play involved, McAleer claims to have raised enough money to stage it in Ferguson. 29 By contrast, Dorian Johnson testified (as a representative statement from the majority of witnesses) about the moment when Brown turned to face Wilson: "At that time Big Mike's hands was up, but not so much up in the air because he had been struck already in this region" (4:22). Yes, "hands up," but no, not above his head because he could not have lifted them so high, owing to his injuries. His right arm was broken near the shoulder, and his right hand was bleeding severely. The majority of witnesses (16 out of 29) 30 also testified to this pose (11:149 -50) , although some did not. Interminable questions were asked about the position of Brown's hands, in order to establish that his hands were not above his head, even though Dorian Johnson had said just that. For as the prosecutor says, "You know how important some of this gesturing has been" (8:116) . Even the meaning of "hands up" was now revised so as to mean "high in the air," a position that would have been impossible for Brown, in order to discredit "Hands Up, Don't Shoot." Long cross-examinations of witnesses sought to cast doubt on witnesses who testified in court that Brown's hands were up, especially if that had not featured in other statements they had made (12:135 -38) . For the Department of Justice, the witnesses were "inconsistent" and thus could not be relied on. 31 This judicial caution led to journalists like the Washington Post's Jonathan Capehart publishing revisionist articles headlined (in his case): " 'Hands Up, Don't Shoot' Was Built on a Lie." This assertion was built on the grounds that one witness called by Ferguson prosecutors withdrew on the stand an earlier statement about what that witness had seen regarding Michael Brown's hands. This evidence was presented solely for the purpose of discrediting "Hands Up." However, the claim that Brown neither was shot from behind nor had his hands up leads to a crucial inconsistency: these are the only two positions in which it is reasonable (meaning likely or probable, rather than technically possible) to assume that he got shot in the upper arm. The Department of Justice thus articulated the Ferguson prosecutors' unsupportable, albeit unspoken, assertion that he was (in effect) not shot at all -a bullet unaccountably just passed through his arm.
Keep Looking
At this crucial point -and many others -the suspension of disbelief created by the staging generated by the Ferguson prosecutors breaks down. They claimed to show a sharp-edged, three-dimensional presenta-tion anchored by precise data. But they cannot account for how a bullet passed through Michael Brown's arm, shattering the bone. That is physical evidence by definition. The force of the police's "reasonable" fear of the Black youth overcomes any reason that might want to ask how the injury occurred, let alone why it was necessary to fire ten more shots at a wounded teen over a minor altercation. What comes irresistibly to mind here is not a motion picture but a cell-phone video. It is all too easy to imagine: A police car reverses up to an African-American teenager. The opening door comes so close to the young man that he pushes the door back, hitting the officer. From this moment on, he's in deep trouble. The cop grabs at him, he resists, the cop fires his gun. A short, shuffling run. More shots. The teen turns around, stumbles, and staggers, and the cop unloads a final barrage. It is banal in the sense of all too familiar but shockingly short -less than a minute. As we know, that video does not exist. Instead, we have these tens of thousands of words, designed to prevent us from seeing that simple sequence but revealing so much more in the process. Keep looking.
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